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attention to the fact that in the province there in question,
Saskatchewan, the Adoption of Children Act, 1922, came into
force on May 1, 1922, that is, a few days after the death of
the testator. In some of the other provinces the status of an
adopted child had already received statutory sanction. Statutes
providing for the adoption of children have been passed in New
Brunswick (1890), Nova Scotia (1896), Alberta (1913),
British Columbia (1920), Ontario (1921), Manitoba (1922),
Saskatchewan (1922), Quebec (1924), and Prince Edward
Island (1930).

In England, in view of the fact that the status of an adopted
child has received statutory sanction in domestic English law,
it appeared from the decision of Farwell JL in the Lack case that
English courts might be more inclined than they would have
formerly been to recognize a similar status created under a
foreign law, and it may be that Canadian courts should adopt
a more liberal attitude towards the recognition of the status of
an adopted child created under a foreign law, and it is respect-
fully suggested that the Supreme Court of Canada might treat
the Donald case as a special case dependent on the then condition
of provincial legislation and as not being a decision which should
preclude reconsideration of the court's attitude towards the re-
cognition of adoption under a foreign law.

Apart from any possible reconsideration of the subject by the
Supreme Court of Canada, the provinces might of course by
appropriate legislation preclude the application of the Donald
case to situations arising in the future. So far, however, there
is not only a deplorable diversity in the various provincial
statutes (j) but there has been little or no attempt on the part
of the provincial legislatures to deal with the conflict aspects
of adoption.

The Ontario legislature Ik) has followed the principle of
the English legislation in requiring that the adopter shall be
domiciled and resident in the province and that the adopted
child shall be resident there (thus impliedly suggesting a conflict
rule by which adoption of a child elsewhere according to the
law of the adopter's domicile should be recognized in Ontario),
but, somewhat inconsistently, makes provision for succession

(j) Of. Johnson, Conflict of Laws, vol. 1 (1933) 348-354, with
especial reference to succession rights; c/. Ibid., vol. 3 (1937) 79-81
as to In i*e Donald.

(k) The Adoption Act, R.S.O. 1937, c. 218, s. 3(8) and s. 13.